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SUMMARY: The Food Safety and 
Inspection Service (FSIS) is announcing 
a series of workshops from May through 
June 2005, to discuss food security 
awareness, the FSIS Industry Self-
Assessment Checklist for Food Security, 
food security plans, and FSIS Directive 
5420.1, Revision 1, Food Security 
Verification Procedures.
DATES: Further information on these 
workshops will be announced on the 
FSIS Web site, http://
www.fsis.usda.gov/. and through the 
Constituent Update; see Additional 
Public Notification below. 

The tentative upcoming workshops 
are:
Dallas, Texas on May 14; 
Oakland, California on May 21; 
Chicago, Illinois on June 4; 
Savannah, Georgia on June 11; 
Newark, New Jersey on June 25; 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania on July 9.
ADDRESSES: Information on specific sites 
will be provided through the FSIS Web 
site and Constituent Update. FSIS 
highly recommends that attendees pre-
register for the workshops. To pre-
register for this workshop, call 1–800–
485–4424 and follow the prompts. You 
may also pre-register at http://
www.fsis.usda.gov/News/
Meetings_&_Events/ 

A tentative agenda will be available in 
the FSIS Docket Room and on the 
Internet at http://www.fsis.usda.gov. FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. 
Diane Jones of the FSIS Strategic 
Initiatives, Partnerships and Outreach 
Staff at (202) 720–9692. If a sign 
language interpreter or other special 
accommodation is required, please 
contact Ms. Jones no later than one 
week before the workshop of interest. 

For technical information, please 
contact Ms. Mary Cutshall, Director, 
Strategic Initiatives, Partnerships and 
Outreach Staff, Office of Public Affairs, 
Education and Outreach at (202) 690–
6520.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background 

In May 2002, the Food Safety and 
Inspection Service (FSIS) issued the 
FSIS Security Guidelines for Food 
Processors to assist meat, poultry, and 
egg product establishments in 
identifying ways to strengthen their 
food security protection. In August 
2003, the FSIS Safety and Security 
Guidelines for the Transportation and 
Distribution of Meat, Poultry, and Egg 
Products were issued. These guidelines 
focused on enhancing food safety and 
security in the transportation and 
distribution segments of the supply 
chain. These guidelines are voluntary 

and provide recommendations about the 
types of security measures that may be 
used to prevent contamination of meat, 
poultry, and egg products during 
processing, transportation, and storage. 
A particularly important aspect of the 
guidelines is the suggestion that each 
facility should develop and implement 
a Food Security Plan. The purpose of 
the workshops is to provide additional 
guidance about the development and 
implementation of food security plans 
for meat, poultry, and egg processing 
facilities, import establishments, and 
identification warehouses. The Food 
Security Checklist, Food Security 
Models, and FSIS Directive 5420.1, 
Revision 1 are tools to aid affected 
entities in developing the security 
plans. 

Additional Public Notification 
Public awareness of all segments of 

rulemaking and policy development is 
important. Consequently, in an effort to 
ensure that the public and in particular 
minorities, women, and persons with 
disabilities, are aware of this notice, 
FSIS will announce it on-line through 
the FSIS Web page located at http://
www.fsis.usda.gov/regulations/
2005_Notices_Index/. 

FSIS also will make copies of this 
Federal Register publication available 
through the FSIS Constituent Update, 
which is used to provide information 
regarding FSIS policies, procedures, 
regulations, Federal Register notices, 
FSIS public meetings, recalls, and other 
types of information that could affect or 
would be of interest to our constituents 
and stakeholders. The update is 
communicated via Listserv, a free e-mail 
subscription service consisting of 
industry, trade, and farm groups, 
consumer interest groups, allied health 
professionals, scientific professionals, 
and other individuals who have 
requested to be included. The update 
also is available on the FSIS Web page. 
Through Listserv and the Web page, 
FSIS is able to provide information to a 
much broader, and more diverse 
audience. 

In addition, FSIS offers an electronic 
mail subscription service that provides 
an automatic and customized 
notification when popular pages are 
updated, including Federal Register 
publications and related documents. 
This service is available at http://
www.fsis.usda.gov/news_and_events/
email_subscription/ and allows FSIS 
customers to sign up for subscription 
options in eight categories. Options 
range from recalls to export information 
to regulations, directives and notices. 
Customers can add or delete 
subscriptions themselves and have the 

option to password protect their 
accounts.

Done at Washington, DC on April 11, 2005. 
Barbara J. Masters, 
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 05–7494 Filed 4–14–05; 8:45 am] 
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Forest Service 

Clear Prong Project, Boise National 
Forest, ID

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: The Cascade Ranger District 
of the Boise National Forest will prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
(EIS) for a resource management project 
in the Clear Creek drainage. The entire 
project area is located in watersheds 
that drain into Clear Creek, which in 
turn drains into the North Fork Payette 
River below Cascade Reservoir. The 
11,056-acre project area is located 10 
miles east of Cascade, Idaho, and about 
120 miles north of Boise, Idaho. 

The agency invites written comments 
and suggestions on the scope of the 
analysis. The agency also hereby gives 
notice of the environmental analysis 
and decisionmaking process that will 
occur on the proposal so interested and 
affected people are aware of how they 
may participate and contribute to the 
final decision. At this time, no public 
meetings to discuss the project are 
planned. 

Proposed Action: Eight objectives 
have been identified for the project: (1) 
Relative to Douglas-fir beetle, mountain 
pine beetle, western pine beetle, 
western spruce budworm, and/or dwarf 
mistletoe, manipulate the structures, 
densities and compositions of stands to 
maintain a low or moderate 
susceptibility level, or to decrease 
susceptibility to a low or moderate 
level; (2) reduce fuel loads and ladder 
fuels through the use of prescribed fire 
where existing forest types indicate 
such an action could be accomplished 
without substantial mortality of the 
overstory trees, and where topographic 
features would make the use of 
prescribed fire a practical management 
action; (3) retain the existing size class 
of stands currently identified as large 
tree and manipulate the structure of 
small and medium tree size class stands 
to accelerate their movement toward the 
large tree size class; (4) reduce the 
densities of stands currently identified 
as large tree size class to maintain or 
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restore canopy closures within desired 
conditions; (5) consistent with the 
particular habitat type, discriminate 
against shade-tolerant species such as 
grand fir and subalpine fir and 
encourage retention and recruitment of 
several species; (6) improve long-term 
stand growth to or near levels indicative 
of sustainable forests; (7) provide wood 
products to support local and regional 
economies; and (8) reduce management-
induced sediment associated with roads 
409, 405B, 405B2, 405C, 405D, and 
417HX1. 

The Proposed Action would 
implement silvicultural activities, 
including thinning of submerchantable 
trees and prescribed fire, on 2,875 acres. 
An estimated 9.0 MMBF would be 
removed using tractor, off-road jammer, 
skyline, and helicopter yarding systems. 
The Proposed Action would employ a 
variety of silvicultrual prescriptions 
including commercial thin, commercial 
thin with prescribed fire, sanitation/
improvement, sanitation/improvement 
with prescribed fire, seed cut 
shelterwood, clearcut with reserve trees, 
thinning of submerchantable trees, 
thinning of submerchantable trees with 
prescribed fire, and prescribed fire. 

The Proposed Action would restore 
an estimated 0.8 mile of the 409 road 
through maintenance activities to 
reduce sedimentation. Specifically, 
gravel would be applied to the surface 
of the 409 road from near the 409/409D 
intersection to Clear Creek Summit. 
Roughly 1.6 miles of temporary road 
would be constructed to facilitate 
silvicultrual activities.

An estimated 4.4 miles of existing 
road (405B, 405B2, 405C, 405D, and 
417HX1) not needed for the long-term 
management of the area would be 
decommissioned to reduce future 
maintenance needs and to reduce 
sedimentation. These five roads would 
be removed from the transportation 
system. 

Preliminary Issues: Preliminary 
concerns with the Proposed Action 
include potential impacts on water 
quality and terrestrial wildlife species. 

Possible Alternatives to The Proposed 
Action: One alternative to the Proposed 
Action that has been discussed thus far 
is a no action alternative. Other 
alternatives will likely be developed as 
issues are identified and information 
received. 

Decisions To Be Made: The Boise 
National Forest Supervisor will decide 
the following: (1) Should vegetation be 
managed within the project area at this 
time, and if so, which stands should be 
treated and what silvicultural systems 
applied? (2) Should temporary roads be 
built at this time, and if so, how many 

miles should be built and where should 
they occur within the project area? (3) 
Should existing classified roads within 
the project area receive maintenance 
activities to reduce sedimentation, and 
if so, where within the project area? (4) 
Should portions of roads 405B, 405B2, 
405C, 405D, and 417HX1 be 
decommissioned at this time? (5) Based 
on the completed Clear Prong Project 
Roads Analysis, which roads should be 
adopted as the minimum transportation 
system? (6) What design features and/or 
mitigation measures should be applied 
to the project?
DATES: Substantive comments 
concerning the proposed project and 
analysis are encouraged and should be 
postmarked or received within 30 days 
following publication of this 
announcement in the Federal Register.
ADDRESSES: Substantive comments 
should be addressed to the Cascade 
Ranger District, ATTN: Keith Dimmett, 
PO Box 696, Cascade, ID 83611 or sent 
electronically to comments-intermtn-
boise-cascade@fs.fed.us. Electronic 
comments must be submitted in plain 
text or another format compatible with 
Microsoft Word. Substantive comments 
are those within the scope of, are 
specific to, and have a direct 
relationship to the proposed action and 
include supporting reasons that the 
Responsible Official should consider in 
reaching a decision. Comments received 
in response to this request will be 
available for public inspection and will 
be released in their entirety if requested 
pursuant to the Freedom of Information 
Act.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Further information can be obtained 
from Keith Dimmett at the address 
mentioned above or by calling 208–382–
7400. 

Schedule: Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS), June 2005. Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS), 
August 2005.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: An 
estimated 2,194 acres of the Peace Rock 
Inventoried Roadless Area (IRA) and an 
additional 252 acres of the Stony 
Meadows IRA lie within the Clear Prong 
Project Area. With the exception of a 
small portion of the prescribed fire, 
none of the activities associated with 
the Proposed Action would occur 
within either IRA.

The entire project area drains into 
Clear Creek, which was listed in 1998 as 
impaired under section 303(d) of the 
Clean Water Act. The pollutant of 
concern was sediment. There is 
currently no TMDL in place. 

The project area lies within 
Management Area 17 (North Fork 

Payette River), discussed on pages III–
290 through III–301 in the Forest Plan. 
Several Management Prescription 
Categories (MPC’s) apply within this 
Management Area (MA). However, only 
MPC 4.1c and 5.2 occur within the 
project area. With the exception of a 
small portion of the prescribed fire, the 
Proposed Action includes management 
activities within MPC 5.2 only. 

The comment period on the DEIS will 
be 45 days from the date the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
publishes the notice of availability in 
the Federal Register. 

The Forest Service believes, at this 
early stage, it is important to give 
reviewers notice of several court rulings 
related to public participation in the 
environmental review process. First, 
reviews of the DEIS must structure their 
participation in the environmental 
review of the proposal so that it is 
meaningful and alerts an agency to the 
reviewer’s position and contentions. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. 
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 533 (1978). Also, 
environmental objections that could be 
raised at the DEIS stage but are not 
raised until after completion of the FEIS 
may be waived or dismissed by the 
courts. City of Angoon v. Hodel, 803 
F.2d 1016, 1002 (9th Cir., 1986) and 
Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 
F. Supp. 1334, (E.D. Wis. 1980). Because 
of these court rulings, it is very 
important that those interested in this 
proposed action participate by the close 
of the DEIS 45-day comment period so 
that substantive comments and 
objections are made available to the 
Forest Service at a time when it can 
meaningfully consider them and 
respond to them in the FEIS. 

To assist the Forest Service in 
identifying and considering issues and 
concerns on the proposed action, 
comments on the DEIS should be as 
specific as possible. it is also helpful if 
comments refer to specific pages or 
chapters of the draft statement. 
Reviewers may wish to refer to the 
council on Environmental Quality 
Regulations for implementing the 
procedural provisions of the National 
Environmental Policy Act at 40 CFR 
1503.3 in addressing these points. 

Responsible Official: Richard A. 
Smith, Forest Supervisor, Boise 
National Forest, 1249 South Vinnell 
Way, Suite 200, Boise, ID 83709.

Dated: March 31, 2005. 
Richard A. Smith, 
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 05–7478 Filed 4–14–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M
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